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Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-33 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. Applicant has filed an RCE 5/2/06. Please note 
applicant amendment to the claims has cause 1 12 issues which are addressed bellow. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 1-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. Applicant has amended to include the 
limitation "without device initiated commands..." which is not presently supported by the 
specification, and applicant has not pointed out where in the specification support can 
be found for the limitation. Examiner has reviewed pages 39-50 as suggested by 
remarks filed 1 1/4/05 but no support is found. 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 



The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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Claims 1-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Where applicant acts as his or her own lexicographer to specifically define a term 
of a claim contrary to its ordinary meaning, the written description must clearly redefine 
the claim term and set forth the uncommon definition so as to put one reasonably skilled 
in the art on notice that the applicant intended to so redefine that claim term. Process 
Control Corp. v. HydReclaim Corp., 190 F.3d 1350, 1357, 52 USPQ2d 1029, 1033 (Fed. 
Cir. 1999). The term "protocols" in claims 1-33 is used by the claim to mean "The 
protocol engine module may also poll the data storage devices for UIDs of 

data files stored thereon, and cooperate with the protocol converter module to 
provide UIDs for respective data files to the MWCDs upon receiving access 
requests therefrom.", while the accepted meaning is "a software program that 
enables a computer to connect with another computer and to exchange information." 
The term is indefinite because the specification does not clearly redefine the term. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 



Application/Control Number: 10/777,871 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2145 

Claims 29-33 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed to 
non-statutory subject matter. Rejected claim(s) do not clearly define the claimed 
invention as a tangible embodiment therefore claim(s) are non-statutory applicant is 
suggested "a computer readable medium on a tangible embodiment". 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 



Claims 1-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Patent Publication 2003/0004955 Cedola et in view of Hoglund et al. (Patent 
Application Publication 2002/0026513). 



For claim 1, Cedola et al. discloses, a communications system comprising: 

a plurality of mobile wireless communications devices each using at least 

one of a plurality of different operating protocols to send at least one access request; 

(Cedola, figure 3, paragraph 29) 

a plurality of data storage devices for storing data files, each data file 

being associated with a respective mobile wireless communications device (Cedola, 

figure 3, paragraphs 36-38), each data file having a unique identification (UID) 
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associated therewith, (Cedola, figures 4-6, paragraphs 36-38)and each data storage 
device using at least one of the plurality of different operating protocols; and (Cedola, 
figure 3, paragraph 29) 

a protocol interface device comprising a protocol converter module for 
communicating with said plurality of mobile wireless communications devices using 
respective operating protocols thereof, (Cedola, paragraph 27, 29, 39) and a protocol 
engine module for communicating with said plurality of data storage devices using 
respective operating protocols thereof, (Cedola, figure 3, paragraph 27, 29, 39)said 
protocol engine module also for polling said data storage devices for UIDs of data files 
stored thereon, (Cedola, figure 2, paragraphs 36-38, 41-44) and for cooperating with 
said protocol converter module to provide UIDs for respective data files to said mobile 
wireless communications devices upon receiving access requests therefrom. (Cedola, 
figure 2, paragraphs 36-38, 41-44) 

Cedola does not disclose clearly, wherein said polling occurs without device 
initiated commands whether there is or is not communication with a mobile wireless 
communication device to maintaine UID's 

Hoglund, in the same field of endeavor, teaches, wherein said polling occurs 
without device initiated commands whether there is or is not communication with a 
mobile wireless communication device to maintaine UID's (Hoglund, paragraphs 34-36) 
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Cedola is compatable with Hoglund, because, Cedola allows for a mobile 
communication service provider and Hoglund allows to be supoorted by a service 
provider. (Hoglund, paragraph 25) (Cedola, pargraph 28) 

It would have been obvious to on of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to Cedola with Hoglund, because Hoglund provides the advantage 
allows users to utilize the wireless communication device to check messages stored 
within, for example, a separate POP or IMAP e-mail or data account. (Hoglund, 
paragraph 30) 

For claim 2, Cedola-Hoglund teaches, wherein said protocol engine module 
detects new data files stored on said data storage devices based upon UIDs thereof, 
and wherein said protocol engine module cooperates with said protocol converter 
module to (Cedola, abstract, figure 3, figures 4-6, figure 7, paragraph 4, paragraph 27, 
paragraph 28, paragraphs 36-38, paragraph 39, paragraphs 41-44) 

send alert notifications to respective mobile wireless communications devices 
upon detecting new data files therefor. (Hoglund, paragraph 39) The same motivation 
that was utilized in the rejection of clam 1 , applies equally as well to claim 2. 

For claim 3, Cedola-Hoglund teaches, wherein said protocol interface device 
further comprises a memory coupled to said protocol engine module for storing the 
UIDs. (Cedola, paragraphs 36-38, paragraph 39, paragraphs 41-44) 
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For claim 4, Cedola-Hoglund teaches, wherein said protocol engine module polls 
said data storage devices only for UIDs. (Cedola, paragraphs 36-38, paragraph 39, 
paragraphs 41-44) 

For claim 5, Cedola-Hoglund teaches, wherein said protocol engine module polls 
said data storage devices based upon a static polling interval. (Hoglund, paragraphs 34- 
35) The same motivation that was utilized in the rejection of clam 2, applies equally as 
well to claim 5. 

For claim 6, Cedola-Hoglund. teaches, wherein said protocol engine module polls 
said data storage devices based upon an adaptive polling interval. (Hoglund, 
paragraphs 34-35) The same motivation that was utilized in the rejection of clam 2, 
applies equally as well to claim 6. 

For claim 7, Cedola-Hoglund teaches, wherein said protocol converter module 
and said protocol engine module communicate using a common interface protocol able 
to represent a desired number of protocol-supported elements for a desired operating 
protocol. (Cedola, paragraph 39) 
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For claim 8, Cedola-Hoglund teaches, wherein the common interface protocol is 
based upon a Web-based distributed authoring and versioning (WebDAV) protocol. 
(Cedola, abstract, paragraph 3, paragraph 29) 

For claim 9, Cedola-Hoglund teaches, wherein said plurality of data storage 
devices, said plurality of wireless mobile communications devices, and said protocol 
interface device process electronic mail (e-mail) messages. (Cedola, paragraph 27 ) 

For claim 10, Cedola-Hoglund. teaches, further comprising a wide area network 
(WAN) connecting at least one of said wireless mobile communications devices with 
said protocol interface device. (Cedola, paragraph 27, paragraph 28, figures 4-6) 

For claim 11, Cedola-Hoglund teaches, further comprising a wide area network 
(WAN) connecting at least one of said data storage devices with said protocol interface 
device. (Cedola, paragraph 27, paragraph 28, figures 4-6) 

Claims 12-33 list all the same elements of claims 1-11, but in interface, method and 
medium, form rather than system form. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the 
rejection to claims 1-11 applies equally as well to claims 12-33. 
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Conclusion 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. See attached UPSTO 892. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ajay M. Bhatia whose telephone number is (571)-272- 
3906. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30 am - 5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jason Cardone can be reached on (571)272-3933. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). ^ 




Jason Cardone 
Supervisor Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2145 



AB 



